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i Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: The Examiner called Mr. Anderson and discussed a possible 35 
U.S.C. 101 issue concerning claims 1-5, the claims were directed to a program per se. IVIr. Anderson and the Examiner 
discussed possible amendments to the claims and a deletion of the term "transmission media" from the specification. 
The following amendment was agreed upon "A computer program product logic encoded on computer usable media 
comprising instructions for". Mr. Anderson authorized the Examiner the make the changes in an Examiner's 
Amendment and to cite in the reason for allowance " for purposes of examination, the deletion of such embodiments is 
being treated as an explicit act to remove such embodiments from the scope of the claims.". 



